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REMARKS 

appKcation flight of *e amende above and remartts that follow. 

11 and 26 have been amended. 

TheCalmed invent* nted, TTTn^Xi^ 

To avotd confusion and to rename ****** r - 
lioh .eve, «hey are accessing the website, among me « of 
C are adnJstenng, an indicator h provided to the administer « » 
T m (in a ready fashion, the teve, of me hierarchy at which they are accessmg me 
website. 

As taught in me specification and as olaimed in the independent claims, 
the access rights of the administers are aggregated and upon access, at .he 
administrator access addressee, me server (1) determines me rights of the 

access attha. ieve. a, which mey are currantiy interfacing and re dera an 
indicator of me effecfive hierarchai ievel of me website accessed. For example^ 
u^ng me exempt terminology of the specificaUon. if a BLUE user feu* a 
WHITE specific page, such as viewing a eafendarmoduie, the visua. mdfcater 
indicates the white user leva, by displaying a WHITE background or o*« ^WHVTE 
.heme. However, « m. user then accesses a BLUE specific page by enabling an 
loon, which is an icon for editing lha content of me calendar, me indicator w,ll 
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access across a plurality of websites. 

Turning to specie Cairns. claim 7 as now amended defines a meteor. for 
Turning w »f website s hosted at a 

ramind them at wh.ch teve, witeln tee hierarchy teey are operating. Gnffln 
Caroerano do not teach these features. 

Onffln is directed to the de.e 9 a,,on of an administrator's powers within a 
• , ^h=ne In otherwords, Griffin does not enable the admmistratlon of a 
Ira«^llt^ at ihe server. Pu~, noteteg in Grltf n teaches 

corresponding to a hieraroha. level. Although paragraphs 14. 16 and 36 relted upo 
r^Londoteachdefegating powers to e»her Indlvidua, or grouped users 
witeln a sing., website, .here is no teaching of assodaflng an access address 
corresponding to a level in the hierarchy as claimed. 

Furthermore, as conceded in the Office Action. Griffin fails to teach 
providing an Indicator to tee user of the hlerarcha, level at whica they have accessed 
tee website. This is because Griffin . concerned wlte the delegation of, coir rto 
different groups, but no. keeping track of .he level at which me websrte has been 
accessed. Caroerano does not overcome this shortcoming. 

First Applicants submit that Caroerano is an improper reference. 
Caroerano * no. directed to tee admlmsirauon of websites, but tee ^inlstrabon of 
hardware wKhln a system. Caroerano fe not concerned with tee *sues .ha. ara e. 
concern to web developers, access to tee website, manipulation of modules ,n a 
website, but to tee totally unrelated problem of updating configurates of office 
aqu.pment There would be no suggestion to combine the references. One in tee 
website art would not look to monitoring and updating office equipment 
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claimed invention. 

Even If the two were combinable, they do not teach the daimed step of 

he website. Because there no hierarcha, .eve, fn Carcerano 
m era*acKnowtedgesma..he acting person Is an adrmms* *rM» 
Wcate where in a hierarchy the administrated merely ' 
user ie an administrator performing an admlnfstraBv. funcfon. Furthermore, 
indicate, the mode of the webelte, switching to administrative from non- 
administrate, no, a hlerarcha, ievei. It does no. provide the 
prevente contusion among a pluralHy of administrators withm the system for 
administering a plurality ofwehsi.es. . does no. contemplate, ^ 
example wt>era me BLUE administer entered the system at a non-adm^strat^e 
Ztt level. Therefora. even I combined, me raferences do no. teach the cia,med 
invention. 

Claims 8 and 10 depend from claim 7 and define the invention with greater 
particularity. Cairn 8 defines a graphlca. indicator so that the 
hierarcha. level at which they are currently functioning, regardless of whether that . 
the administrator's highest hierarchal level to facilitate administration of the websrte. 

Claim 1 0 defines the method discussed above in greater detail for the 
situation In which the user is accessing at one level even though they may have 
originally entered the system at another level or have access rights to another level. 
Claim 10 defines storing the ultimate hierarchal level of the user at the server, 
entering the website at a different hierarchal level and providing a second .nd.cator 
than the original access indicator if in fact the status has changed. Nothmg in 
Carcerano or Griffin contemplates a method, which contemplates a user entering the 
system at one level, switching to another and having an indication to the user wh.ch 
changes as they are functioning at the current level. This is because nerther 
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refere nce con^atesthe » *• — adm T^";*a. 

Mtt*. the intern of independent 

Ce^no-s b,n»y indoor canno, indite the spedflc ,eve w*h» 
mLohy. Accenting, applicants ■esped.uHy submitthat dalms 8 andtO a re 
m aa def,n,n 9 pa,enta b ,e —one I. the, own «« aa we^ 
depends from allowaMe olaim 7 and rasped repeat the ^thdrawal of the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103. 

Claim 11. like claim 7, is directed to a method for administration of a 
plurality of websites by accessing a respective website at an address ^spondlng 
othelrarcha, level. Calm 11 determines the access rights of th. ^J™°* 
u pon access rights information stored at the remote server, aggregates the nghts of 
the user and displays enab.ing icons at the websfte which is being *^ 
corresponding tothe aggregated access rightsfor the user and prov.de a graph, a. 
indicator of the hierarchal administrative level at which access is made to the user. 

As discussed above in connection with claim 7, the combination of Griffin 
and Carcerano is a hindsight invention combination, which even rf permissible wh.ch 
Applicants submit it is not, does not teach the claimed methodology of delaying or 
providing a graphical indicator to the user at the website of the hierarchal 
administrative level at which access Is made by the user. Again, it is conceded .n 
the Office Action that Griffin does not provide this key functionality. Carcerano does 
nothing more than indicate to the user that they are in fact an administrator, ft does 
not indicate where in the administrative hierarchy they reside, nor does it prov.de the 
more important indication of the administration level currently being performed at the 
website There is no one-to-one correlation in the claimed invention between the 
highest available hierarchal administrative level and the level which Is being currently 
being displayed at the website to that user. This is the novelty of the cla.med 
invention. Accordingly. Applicants submit that claim 11 is allowable over the P nor art 
and respectfully request the withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103. 
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CM. 12-14and 1*21 depend fro. claim 11 anddenr^nv^on 

^IHS n claims 16 and 17 define whether a user Is authored to access 
meTd JToe^eponding to those a«ess rights as not a,, adminstrators are 
entitled to access the system at a particular hierarchal level. 

Cairns 20 and 21 also recognize that the hterarchal leval of the user must 
firs, be determined as a funcuon of the rights of the user which Is different than 
fining the .eve, by the address corresponding to the hierarcha, adm,n sfrabve 
teval. cttn 21 specifically defines allowing the user to enter the websrte at . 
different hierarcha. lave, than thai stored at the server. Nothing th,a subtle or 
complex is contemplated by Griffin even under Its mode, of delegating P"*»- 
Accomingly. Applicants submit the, Cairns 12-14 and 16-21 am alfcwaWeas ^mng 
patentable combinations in their own right as well as depends from allowable 
claim 11. 

Claim 26 defines a system for administration of a plurality of websites 
wading a server, a plurality of internet accesses for accessing the server where 
each access corresponds to a hierarchal administrative level for adm,n»tratlng the 
websrte. An indicator is displayed at the website to indicate to the user a h,erarcha. 
level of the user at which the user is performing administration of the websrte. As 
discussed above, this is a system which clearly contemplates and makes possible 
the administration of a website by a single user at a pluratty of hierarchal leve s by 
indicating to the user the functional hierarchal level at which the user is operating. 
This is an administrative tool made easier to use by the claimed invention. 

Claim 27 depends from claim 26, which defines the manner in which the 
server enables the access rights for the user. Applicants submit that 26 and 27 are 
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Carcerano and respe«ful.y reguest M w«hdrawa. °< *• <— 
35 U.S.C. § 103. 

CWm 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over 
O^nJ^oand^r.nv^c.S^App.^respe^-V^e 

the rejection. 

Claim 9 depends Iron, claim 7 and defines wi* greater p*M> Wat 
tte Urf.ca.or ,o «,e user is coior changed corresponding to the hierarchy lev* * 
which the user Is accessing the webs«e to perlomi that certain operat-on. Nothing ,n 
c2 « teaches the basic methodology. Noming in Swm overcomes 

dooming. Swift is directed to a binary system, which a«ows access or notto 
privileged and non-privileged portions. Nothing overcomes the shortcomurgs 
Griffin or Carcereno with aspect to the admlnistraiion of a plurality of websrfe* 
administering a website by accusing a website at an address 
hlererchal level, and providing an indicator to the user of this hierarchal level at 
which they have accessed the website. Swift is directed to providing access to 
different pages or areas within a website. The Indicator in Swift is on a task-by-task 
basis and Is not an indicator where In the hierarchy the user currently «. 
Accordingly, a key limitation Is not taught by Swift, which does nothing to overcome 
the shortcomings of either Griffin or Carcerano. 
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Applets have made a diligent effort to place this application in condition 
fo r diovJl If «. Bxamlnar * unab* to issue an mediate ft*, d |A£-«* 
he la respect^ repeated to telephone the undated attorney wtth a v,ew 
towards discussing the outstanding issues. 
Dated: l^^-lOOl, Respectfully submitted 

Howard M. Gitten 

Reqistration No.: 32,138 ^--^c- 
EDWARDS ANGELL PALMER & DODGE 

LLP 

350 East Las Olas Boulevard 
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301 
(954)667-6130 

Attorneys/Agents For Applicant 
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